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1 . This international preliminary examination report has been prepared by this International Preliminary Examining Authority 
and is transmitted to the applicant according to Article 36. 



2. This REPORT consists of a total of . 



. sheets, including this cover sheet. 



□ This report is also accompanied by ANNEXES, i.e., sheets of the description, claims and/or drawings which have been 
amended and are the basis for this report and/or sheets containing rectifications made before this Authonty (see Rule 
70.16 and Section 607 of the Administrative Instructions under the PCT); 



These annexes consist of a total of _ 



sheets. 



This report contains indications relating to the following items: 
Basis of the report 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 
Certain defects in the international application 
Certain observations on the international application 
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INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION REPORT 



International application No. 

PCT/DE2003/002888 



I. Basis of the report 



1. With regard to the elements of the international application:* 
[~[ the international application as originally filed 
the description: 

pages 

pages ^ 

pages 



1-11 



, as originally filed 



, filed with the demand 



, filed with the letter of 



the claims: 
pages 



1-20 



pages 
pages 



• , as originally filed 

, as amended (together with any statement under Article 19 

, filed with the demand 



filed with the letter of 



the drawings: 

pages 

pages 

pages 



1/2-2/2 



, as originally filed 
, filed with the demand 



filed with the letter of 



I I the sequence listing part of the description: 

pages 

pages 

pages 



, as originally filed 

filed with the demand 



^, filed with the letter of 



2, With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority m the language in which 
the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. u- u • 
These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language wnicn is: 

[ I the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule 23.1(b)). 

I I the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

I I the language of the translation fiimished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under Rule 55.2 and/ 
or 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, tiie international 
preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 

I I contained in the international application in written form. 

I I filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

I 1 furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

I I furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

I I The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond die disclosure in the 
international application as filed has been furnished. 

The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to die written sequence listing has 
been furnished. 



□ 
□ 



The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

I I the description, pages 

1 I the claims, Nos. , 

I I the drawings, sheets/fig 



□ This report has been established as if (some of) tiie amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to go 
beyond tiie disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)).** 

♦ Replacement sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 ewe preferred to 
in this report as "originally filed'' and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Ride 70.16 
and70J7y 

**Af^ replacement sfteet containing such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this report. 
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Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



Statement 
Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 
Industrial applicability (lA) 



Claims 
Claims 

Claims 
Claims 

Claims 
Claims 



2,4,6-8,11,13,15-17 YES 
1,3,5, 9,10,12,14,18,19, NO 

YES 



1-20 



1-20 



NO 

YES 
NO 



Citations and explanations 
1 Dociuaents 



This report makes reference to the following 
documents : 



Dl 



D2 



US 2002/114433 Al (SHINOGI YOSHIHISA ET AL) 22 
August 2002 (2002-08-22) 

US-A-6 067 477 (GUNASEKERA M V PRIYANTHA ET 
AL) 23 May 2000 (2000-05-23) . 



The same numbering will be used throughout the 
procedure . 

2 Objections with respect to POT Article 33(3) 

2.1 Dl is regarded as the prior art closest to the 
subject matter of claim 1- It discloses (the 
reference signs in parentheses refer to Dl) a: 

system for process interfacing with 

a server for providing at least one 
application required for engineering (page 
2, paragraph [0036] : "remote monitoring 
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apparatus") , 



at least one client (page 2, paragraph 
[0035] : "mobile phone") for access to 
automation devices (page 2, paragraph 
[0035] : "engine control unit") that provide 
process and/or projection data and for 
establishing an online communication 
channel, lasting for any given duration, • 
between the client and the server (page 3, 
paragraph [0041]: "... the communication 
means starts hi-directoral communication 
with the outboard motor ,.."), 

first means for transferring data from the 
automation devices (page 3, paragraph 
[0042] : "... condition data . . . ") to the 
server via the communication channel (page 
3, paragraph [0041] : "... communication 
means ..." figure 3, Ref. 72) and 

second means for creating an interface 
between the application and the automation 
devices (page 2, paragraph [0035]: "... 
dedicated communication interface ..."), 



the first means having a first interface 
with the current communication channel and 
having a second interface with the 
application (page 3, paragraph [0041] : the 
purpose of the "communication means" is to 
transmit the "condition data" from the 
motor controller to the diagnostic 
application. Therefore, the "communication 
means" necessarily have corresponding 
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interfaces) 



and being provided for communication with 
the second means through the communication 
channel (page 3, paragraph [0041] : the 
^^communication means" start bi-directoral 
communication with the first means 
(paragraph [0035] : "dedicated communication 
Interface" or " commxmication unit"). 

2 . 2 The system in Dl solves the same technical problem 
as the application, i.e. making it possible for 
local device data to be processed by central 
applications, by means of the same technical means 

. as the application, i.e. by using mobile devices 
(for example a mobile telephone or PDA) with 
communication means for transmitting device data. 

2.3 Therefore, it is obvious for a person skilled in the 
art to use such a system in the automation 
environment for distributed engineering systems (see 
also page 5, paragraph [0071] ) . 

2.4 It should be noted tliat document D2 also anticipates 
the wording of independent claims 1, 10, 19 and 20, 

since it likewise discloses clients, servers, 
communication channels and interfaces, the 
interaction of which can be interpreted as a system 
corresponding to the subject matter of claim 1. 



2.5 The method features of claim 10 correspond to the 
system' features of claim 1. Therefore, the 
objections with respect to claim 1 apply to claim 10 
in the same way. 
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2.6 Claims 19 and 20 each contain a portion of the 
features of claims 1 and 10 related to the server 
(claim 19) and the client (claim 20) . Therefore, the 
line of reasoning applied to these portions applies 
to claims 10 and 20 in the same way. 

2.7 Dependent claims 2-9 and 11-18 contain no features 
that, in combination with the features of any claim 
to which they refer, meet the PCT requirements for 
inventive step. The reasons therefor are the 
following: 

2 . 8 The feature of claims 2 and 11 that programming 
devices, operator panels, diagnostic devices, 
browsers or Windows-CE devices are used as clients 
merely represents a selection of devices used 
routinely in the field of automation. 

2.9 Dl discloses (page 3, left-hand column, lines 1-3) 
the feature of claims 3 and 12 that the server used 
is a terminal server to be used simultaneously by 
one or more users. 

2.10 The feature of claims 4 and 13 that the Remote 
Desktop Protocol is used as a communication channel 
and that data is transmitted in real time through 
one or more separate virtual channels to one or more 
users represents a selection that a person skilled 
in the art would make as a function of the 
communication protocols available in a system. 

2.11 Dl discloses the feature of claims 5 and 14 that 
data of further automation devices are transmitted 
to the server through the communication channel via 
at least one further client (page 3, left-hand 
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column, lines 1-3) . 

2 . 12 The feature- of claims 6 and 15 that the data is 
transmitted via an intranet and/or the Internet* is 
an obvious selection in view of the general 
availability of these networks. 

2.13 The same applies to the feature of claims 7 and 16 
that data is transmitted from the client per Remote 
Desktop Protocol via a Wireless LAN, and to the 
feature of claims 8 and 17 that data is transmitted 
via further standard protocols such as HTTP and/or 
FTP. 

2.14 Dl discloses the feature of claims 9 and 18 that the 
system is used across different locations. 



FormPCT/IPEA/409 (BoxV) (January 1994) 



